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Mr. M.': N. CAMPBELL CMackenzie): I 
am not quite sb modest as either 4,he hon. 
member for Humboldt (Mr. Stewart) or the 
hon. member for Nelson (Mr. Bird); I have 
i no apologies whatever to offer for taking up 
i the time of the House 'at this hour of the 
(morning. We made repeated attempts through- 
'out the session to bring the matter to the 
! attention of the government and of hon. 
j members and have not succeeded in doing so. 
A resolution was placed on*‘’?he order paper 
. early in the session but we could not secure 
an opportunity of debating it; and the gav- 
i emment abandoned private members’ day too 
. soon to permit of the matter being ^aken up. 
jit is to be regretted that we have had to take 
'.this rather drastic method of bringing it 
'before the House but the fault is not ours' 
and I for one have no apologies to offer. 

' Mr. GRAHAM: It could have been brought 
up on motion to go into supply at any time.. 

Mr. CAMPBELL (Mackenzie): Lately the 
! government, has .not been going into supply 
. until very late-itlffi®it .or in the early mom- 
jmg. ... . ^ - 

’I Mr. GRAHAM: 'The estimates must be 
i taken up on Monday, Tuesday dr Wednesday 
j'before they can be gone into on-Thursday or 
'Friday without a motion, and every estimate 


which has been before the House has provided 
a means of discussing this subject. 

Mr. CAMPBELL; At-any rate it has been 
the desire of hon. gentlemen interested in 
this matter to avoid if possible the present 
drastic step. We have been in hopes right 
along that some other means would be avail¬ 
able but it seems that we were doomed to 
'disappointment. On the other hand, we have 
been waiting for some pronouncement from 
the government as to what their intention is 
but so far they have not stated their policy. 
Under the circumstances the present debate 
is unavoidable. 

I do not want to enter into a general 
discussion of the feasibility of the Hudson 
Bay route; I considered that this n-as settled 
many years ago, if the reports of the havi- 
^gators and the engineers and explorers whol 
have been employed by the Dominion govern¬ 
ment are to be relied upon. Our archives are • 
bursting with 'technical information secure.,d 
at a large public-expense; our Hansard^ con¬ 
tain thousands of j5ages:of brilliant speeches 
setting forth the many ^^dvanthges bO-be .:de-- 
..rtved froinjhe oge&ing^ of the route; mi,n- 
isters-ahddeputi^js have journeyed to the bay ‘ 
and have returned enthu'sed over, the,'" pro¬ 
position. On; the strength of such information 
the construction of the rqa^was undertaken*; 










and if. ns its opponents claim, these reports 
arc not to be relied upon, then there is neither 
political nor commercial honour in Canada. 
The Speech from the Throne at the opening 
of the .session contained the following para¬ 
graph : 

Every effort will be made still further to 'develop the 
pol.ev r,f QmadTan trade via Canadian ports. 

Had the Prime Minisieii-the_DoiiLot-XejsQn— 
in mind when he penned that statement? I 
venture to suggest he had not-^nothing 'was 
further frorn his mind. ' And yet this port 
means as much to the prairies as does Halifax 
to Xova Scotia, or St. John to New Bruns¬ 
wick or Quebec to the Eastern Township.'? 
I want to make a suggestion to the govern¬ 
ment .as to the way in which one' of these 
jiorts may be developed: refhove the arti¬ 
ficial disabilities under which the port’of Que¬ 
bec suffers and do away with the discrimina¬ 
tion against grain passing through that centre 
and the portj^jvill develop automatically. 

I am not going to*dj^s^Lin any general 
way the varidiis ■'farming pralrfems Avith which 
we have to copd, as the rules of the House 
oblige me to confine myself to the resolution. 
Transportation costs and'rnarKws^re. how¬ 
ever, generally asserted to be t\vo'''of^ur 
greatest problems and it will 'be interestihg^ 
to quote some of the figures in this regard. At 
the jircsent time it. costs from .S40 to S44 to 
ship a steer from Winnipeg to Liverpool. 
Although there H no limit to what we can 
produce in western Canada, it is impossible 
for U.S to continue to pay such high transport.a- 
rion costs and produce beef for the Britisli 
market. ' - 

When C.anadian farmbrS- try to attach some 
rcsppn>ibility for theise adverse conditions to 
our political and commercial institutions, they 
are generally told that these conditions exist 
because our customers in Great Britain and 
on .the Continent, are unable to buy our 
prodirots. That such 'is. not altogether the 
case is made abundantly clear by a perusal 
of the .following trade' figures. The Unit'ed 
Kingdom imported for home consumption in 

1921, ■ 3..523.000 lumdredweight 'of butter, in 

1922, 4,268,000, and in 1923, 5,125,000. An 
analysi.s of these figures shows that the im¬ 
ports in 1922 were 31 per cent over those 
of 1921, and those,,of 1923 were 20 per cent 
over those of 1922. Cheese shows about the 
same consumption in 1923 as in 1921; that 
is, there is no falling off. Eggs show a heavy 
increase, the figures quoted in hundreds be¬ 
ing, 1922. 13,661,000, and in 1923, 20,048,000. 
These figures show tliat Great Britain 
imported for home consumption in 1922, 30 


per cent over the amount imported- in 1921, 
and in 1923, 47 per cent over .the amount of 
1922. The total of meat imported—exclusive 
of poultry and game—was 1,746,000 tons, an 
increase'of IS per cent over 1922. Imports 
of bacon and hams., from Canada in 1923 in¬ 
creased over 1922, "feut the quantity was very 
small and less than that for 1921; and we 
supplied - only 10 per cent of the total British 
impcudS'. , 

While'G'reat Bntain has been steadfly in-, 
creasing her importation and consumption 
o-f these various farm products, -Canada has 
been steadilyylosing out in that ndarket. Our 
e.xports of butter to the-United Kingdom for 
1923''were 4,365,000 pounds, as against 17,- 
527,000 pounds in 1922. Our total of butter 
e.xports to all countries was 13,173,000 pounds 
in 1923, as against 21,504;000 pounds in 1922. 
In the face of a heavy decrease of Canadian 
butter^-sales in the British market in 1923, 
the Argentine, New Zealand, The Nether- 
La,nds and Denmark all made heavy increases. 
In eggs our exports dropped 25 per cent in 
the face of increases by Denmark of 18 per 
'cent and The Netherlands of 120 per cent. 
'Of'the enormous importations of chilled and 
frozen meat into the British market Canada 
does not share at all. New Zealand, the 
Argentine'and Australia supplying the greater 
part. In the face of decreasing exports our 
home production of butter has steadily in¬ 
creased, the greatest' expansion of the dairy 
industry having taken place in western Can¬ 
ada. The province of Saskatchewan producea 
7.030,000 pounds of creamery butter in 1921, 
8,991.000 pounds in 1922,„_ and 10,867,000 

Politicians and. prominent' business men are 
perpetually advising the western, farmers to- 
go into mixed farming as a cure for alf their 
troubles. This 'is giving gratuitous advice to 
the Canadian farmer, as Sir Wilfrid Laurier 
once expressed it. I maintain that the'-west¬ 
ern farmers have adopted mixed farm'ingtto a - 
degree almost beyond the point of safetj^and 
that it will be impossible for us to cbi®nue ■ 
to expand in this direction unless we a 

substantial reduction in transgtortatioh c6sts, 
•As evidence of over-prodnetiom of raised 
farm products, in the middle of March eggs 
sold on the prairies at from 13 tb-,1,5. cents, a 
dozen. New Zealand has aWos^^dfnpletely 
captured the. British butter’ market, for the 
very good reason that New Zealand btftter 
can be delivered in Liverpool to-day at a 
very much lower cost than from western Can¬ 
ada. net-withstanding the fact'that the distance 
from New Zealand is more .'than double that 
from western .Canada. 




The Hudson Bay rdute oSers the only solu-.. 
fion for the marketing of our surplus cattle 
and dairy products. With it completed we, 
may .look with hope and confidence to the 
future; without it no further expansion of 
these industries can take place. The northern 
portion of the prairie provinces are the parts 
most suitable for mixed farming, and the 
-Hudson-bay is its_na.tui!a.l_outle J for E urope.^ 
I do not claim that the route will handle all 
our grain, the most zealous advocate of the 
projeet’in western Canada does not so contend 
that. ^}jt I do claim that in addition to being 
the natural outlet, particularly for onr cattle 
and dairy products, it will provide competition 
which will be more effectual in settling rates 
on the 'Great Lakes than any legislation which 
this House may pass. 

. Expenditure on the route is being opposed 
on the ground of economy. Perhaps no more 
absurd argument could be used when it is 
borne in mind that last year this House voted 
twelve million dollars for construction work 
on the Welland ship canal, and only S350.000 
for salvage work—not construction work-—oil'' 
the Hudson Bay railway, of which amount 
only one-third was actually spent. At the 
beginning of the session the Speech from the 
Throne contained the following interesting 
obsen-at'ion: 



Those words bring 'to my mind the famous 
saying of Talleyrand, that language is given 
us to conceal • our thoughts. Surelj', Sir, the 
Prime Minister does not think the farmerg 
of western Canada are so gullible as" to be¬ 
lieve that the completion of the Welland ship 
canal will result in any appreciable reduction 
of the transportation charges on grain. If 
as this reference in the Speech from the 
Throne implied, -the construction of the Wel¬ 
land ship canal was undertaken for the bene¬ 
fit of western Canada, surely their wishes and 
,. opinion's in such a serious matter are worthy 
" of consideration, the farmers of western Can¬ 
ada have asked for the Hudson Bay railway 
and have been given the Welland canal; they 
have asked for bread and have been given a 
stone; they have asked for fish and have been 
given a serpent. The money to complete 
the railway was raised by the sale of our own 
.lands; none of it was raised by ta.xation; and 
yet eastern newspapers and business interests 


are opposing completion of the railway on the 
ground of economy ! 

The hon. member for South Oxford (Mr. 
Sutherland) seemed to deplore the fact that 
to-day there is talk of secession in western 
Canada. It is only too regretable that such 
is the case; but the fault is perhaps not 
primarily with the people of western Canada. 

I have before me a, number of resolutions 
—from various puBlTc“bodies”inTTny—constituency" 
urging the immediate completion of the road, 
several of these, in view of continued eastern 
. opposition to the project, placing themselves 
on 'record as favouring secession as an alter¬ 
native. T.ho same note was sounded in the 
Saskatchewan legislature during the last ses-. 
sion—and mark you, by a Liberal member. 
These are not the impassionated utterances of 
demagoguery, they are the sober and reasoned 
judgment of sane men. but of men who feel 
themselveii being driven by the impelling force 
of economic injustice to undertake any means 
that raai' be necessarr- to preserve to them¬ 
selves the sanctity of rights—rights guarant 
teed tb-tliem''‘by“Hivihe—and "moral laws, but 
refused them.by their fellowmcn. The danger 
is -^o great that .-ome of these times .-bine man 
with an eloquent tongue, without scruples and 
with no particular desire to preserve unity in 
Canada ma.v .set that whole country- in a 
tumult. -And if that d.ay come;—I want hon. 
members to mark this—the fault will not be 
that of the people of western Canada. There 
has lately been a new note introduced' into 
our journalistic, our political and our com- 
.mercial life: thc.v call it national unity. It is 
a favorite theme for newspaper discussion. It 
figures very largely in Canadian Club speeches. 
Cabinet ministers out in the country frequently 
refer to it. The hon Minister of Justice (Mr. 
Lapointe) paid a visit to the West last sum¬ 
mer. We were .glad to sen hi m, and I want 
to say that no.minister of the Crown has more 
friends in western C.i^da than the Minister 
of Justice. I take this opportunit 3 - of thanking 
him for the many kind words he addressed to 
us on that occasion. He had also a good deal 
to say about national unit\- and of the neces- 
sit.v for maint,'lining the spirit of good-will 
between the East and the AVest. Now, wh.v i.s 
all this talk of national unity nece-jAary? Is 
it not simply because from one end of this 
. caim-try to the other, from Halifax to Vancou¬ 
ver, we re.alize that there are growing up in¬ 
fluences that arc destro.ving that unity, that no 
siich thing as national unity exists in Canada? 
That this feeling does prevail there is no 
stronger confirmation than is contained in a 
paragraph in the Speech from the Throne this 
se.5sion, which reads; 



r- 



/Surely. Sir, it should not be necessary to 
emphasize the necessity for maintaining 
spirit of goodwill between the East and the 
West. B,iit when last year this House voted 
nearly 812.000.000 for construction work on 
—the-4VeIl&d-ShipT canal-without—one-word-of- 


protest frsm the businessmen and newspapers 
of easternXCanada, and when such violent 
iournalistic.^pposition developed, as it did last 
year, to the voting of S350.000 for salvage 
work on the Hudson Bay railway, it is not to 
be wondered at that goodwill between the East 
and thc-Wes.t is'being strained to the breaking 
point. If this go('ernment really mean what 
they say in the Speech from the' Throne; if 
they want to remove this haunting suspicion 
from the minds of the people of western Can¬ 
ada; if they really want to do justice, let 
them spend the necessary amount to complete 
this railway to the bay''and give us- some 
tangible proof of their desire for national unity. 

I want' to make it clear that no other heavy 
expenditures are being advocated at the pres¬ 
ent time. The western people are satisfied 
to permit the project to justify itself once the 
railway is completed to the bay. 

Now, Sir, I wish to state that anything I 
have said or anj'thing I intend to say is in 
all kindne.s.'- to the hon. Minister of Railways 
(Mr. Graham). I believe it is generally recog-" 
nized in the West that the Minister of Rail¬ 
ways himself has alwaj’s been a friend of the 
project and I believe that if he had a free 
hand in llhe-matter this debate to-da 3 ' would 
be unnceos.-iary. We are not here as humble 
.suppliants seeking Javours from this House. 
We are not here doffing our caps in the 
presence of 'powerful business interests that 
seem to have had the car of all'our govern^ 

■ ments. business interests that oppose this pro¬ 
ject not because they think it is not feasible 
but because they fear that it is. We are not 
a.sking for a privilege; wo are asking for what 
is .r matter of right. It is our own iftoney 
that has gone into it; none of it is raised.by 
taxation. The newspaper propaganda that has 
taken place has been based- on narrow sec¬ 
tionalism. If the gormrnment permits its 
hands to be tied then we_ must consider this 
reference in the Speech from the Throne to 
national unity as just so much camouflage 
and irony. I consider, Sir, that the time has 
come for plain speaking with regard to this 
undertaking.' For forty j'ears the people of 
western Canada have waited for the consum¬ 
mation of their hopes; for forty j-ears the 
Hudson Bay railway has been dangled be¬ 


fore their eyes at -election time, only to recede 
into the mists of obscurity after the polling 
had taken place. Year after year hope has 
been raised by the advent of the constructioh 
gang, but the Hudson Bay- still beckons from 
the distance, it still, eludes our grasp. 'What 
we are waiting for is a clear enunciation of 
policy on the part of the ' government. So 
--far-as-I-am-concerned-I-will-be-fra-nkrand-say 
that I would a thousand times prefer that the 
government should come out clearly and 
definitely as abandoning the whole project 
rather'than that they should continue as they 
are doing to-day. Anything is preferable to . 
the present policj’—a policy like that of the 
mule on the treadmill, plenty of expended 
energy but no advancement; the spending of a 
little monej- here and a little money there, 
lifting a few ties out of the mud here and 
putting in a little ballast there. 

Montreal is opposed to the project; all the 
newspaper interests of Montreal are opposed to 
it, and why'? Is it not because Montreal is 
afraid that it is feasible and that some of our 
grain will go _ out over that route instead of 
coming down and going through Montreal? 

Mr. MARLER: My hon. friend is now talk¬ 
ing very airy nonsense. Montreal has no fear 
whatsoever of developing-amy'other pofir. If 
the Hudson Bay route is feasible Montreal 
will be the_,first to fall in with the .ideas of the 
people iiT the West. We are not afraid of 
any other port -being developed; on the con-, 
trary we want to see every other port in Can¬ 
ada developed. lYe have not taken the same 
selfish attitude in Montreal that my hon. 
friend is taking now, nor do we issue threats. 

Mr. CAMPBELL: I am glad to have the 
assurance of the hon. member for St. Lawrence- 
St. George (Mr. Marler), but the newspaper 
reports that come from there and the state¬ 
ments 'of businessmen in that city do not 
bear out what he has to say. In spite of 
what he says I still believe that the at¬ 
mosphere of Montreal is opposed to the Hud¬ 
son Bay railway. 

Mr. MARLER;'^ The atmosphere of IMonL 
real-ais opposed to the Hudson'Bay railway, 
it is quite true, but it is not opposed to any 
feasible or any reasonable scheme. Let my 
hon. friend not misunderstand my remarks.- 

Mr. CAMPBELL: A great deal has been 
said about the responsibilitiy of the pro¬ 
vincial governments with regard to this pro¬ 
ject. When Ontario built its railway into the 
northland it was appreciating the value of its 
own holdings. Put us in the same position 
as Optario and we 'will not be asking you for 






votes of money to build this railway. I 
know hon. gentlemen will say, “Oh, but you 
get a subsidy in lieu of your natural re¬ 
sources.” That was true up to 1912, biit in 
that year the boundary of Quebec-was ex¬ 
tended to the shores of Hudson strait; the 
boundary of Ontario was extended to the^- 
shores of Hudson bay; the boundaries of 
—Manitoba,—Saskatchewan!—and— Alb e r ta—were— 
moved northward. But there was this dif¬ 
ference; while an empire rich in resources, rich 
in minerals, pulpwood and water-power was 
added as a free gift to Quebec and Ontario, 
so far as-the prairie provinces were concerned 
the additions were simply a line on the map, 
because the Dominion government retained, 
all the resources. Put us. on an equal basis 
- with the eastern provinces, give us the territory 
that was added irr 1912 and we will build the* 
railway ourselves. We are not asking for any 
privileges. My hon. friends in the province 
of Quebec are all opposed to it. I think 
they are largely influenced from Montreal. 
The press of Montreal are opposed to it, and 
that has influenced to a large extent the pro¬ 
vince of Quebec. I would like to ask some of 
our Quebec friends what Montreal has done to 
their own port? Is it not the influence of 
Montreal that is preventing our using the port 
of Quebec?! There is a prohibitory rate on 
grain and other products going to Quebec to¬ 
day. I intend to deal with that on a later 
occasion if I get an opportunity. I shall 
not go into it fully now. But it seems to me 
there is ample proof that it is the Montreal 
influences that are preventing the use of that 
port to-day. If the hon. member for St. 
Lawren.ce-St. George feels'as he expressed him¬ 
self toward ^he other ports, I would like to 
see him supfei me in trying to secure a re¬ 
duction of grain rates to the port of Quebec, 
and .to bring about the establishment of a 
rate that would be in line with the prairie 
rate, or what are known as the",Crowsnest 
rates. 

Mr,-MARLER: I know nothing whatever 
about grain rates, nor does my hon. friend. 
That is in the hands of the Railway Com¬ 
mission. 

• Mr. CAMPBELL; It-is a_remarkable thing 
that the Railway Commission should establish 
rates that are almost double those pre¬ 
vailing on the prairie to-day. There are some 
' influences working somewhere. . There is 


something wrong with the Railway Com¬ 
mission or there are other influences. 

A good deal has been said about the report 
of Engineer MacLachlan. It has been fairly- 
well dealt with already, but I just want to' 
point out one or two facts in connection with' 
it Engineer MacLachlan was retained on that 
work a year after - he had sent in the un- 
Tavioinrible_cepQrt_that_WE_hav R h e ard . s o m iicli- 
about. It does not appear that the depart¬ 
ment took this report seriously. They con- ' 
tinned, him on the work for another'year and 
spent', al-^great deal of rnoney pn the enter-. 
prise after he had sent, in his report. It seems 
to melthat it is very difficult to get unbiased 
report^ on the Hudson Bay railway. If an 
engineijr at the beginning of his career wants 
to damn his .professional prospects there is 
no'*'Way in which he can do it so effectively 
as 'by coming out in support of the Hudson 
Bay railway. That is proven in one or two 
cases. But here and there we will find some 
man with moral'- courage who' comes out and 
says what he thinks. ' Mr. Cowie, who I 
believe is in the employ of theT Monffeal” 
Harbour Comtnission, is a man of that type. 
A year ago he made a public statement to 
the effect that there were no obstacles in the 
way of the Hudson Bay roufe that had not 
already been overcome on the St. Lawrence, 
route, and there was a great outcry from , 
various interests in the city of Montreal ask¬ 
ing that Mr. Co'wie be discharged from his 
position. Did that show a broad minded 
spirit? 

Mr. MARLER: That is ah absolutely in¬ 
accurate statement. 

Mr. CAMPBELL; I read statements in 
several ne'wspapers to that effect stating that, 
demands were presented from' various parties 
asking for his po.sition. 

Mr. MARLER; He was not chief engineer 
of the Montreal Harbour Commission when 
he read the paper my hon. friend referred to, 

Mr. CAMPBELL; Then I stand corrected. 
At any rate it seems a vbry difficult matter 
to get a fair and unbiased report on this pro¬ 
ject. I hope the government 'will give the 
assurance that they are going to do something 
or else'- definitely abandon it. For my part 
if the government are not going to complete 
the railway I do not jvant to see any more 
money spent on it. Either they should aban- 
'don the project altogether or announce that 
thhy^re going to complete it. 




